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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Non-Final action is responsive to the amendment filed on March 21 , 2006. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8-14 & 18 are pending. Claims 1, 11, 14 and 18 are independent 
claims. 

Withdrawn Objections 

3. The Objection to the specification has been withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

4. The objection to claim 1 has been withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

Withdrawn Rejections 

5. The 35 U.S.C. 101 rejection of claims 1-10 has been withdrawn in light of the 
amendment. 

6. The 35 U.S.C. 102(e) rejections of claims 1-3, 7-8, 10-14 & 18 with cited 
references of Ferrel U.S. 6,199,082 and the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections of claims 4-6 & 
9 with cited reference of Ferrel U.S. 6,199,082 in view of Brauer U.S. Pub 
2001/0014900 have been withdrawn in view of the persuasive arguments and newly 
cited art. 
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Drawings 

7. The Drawings are objected to because the listed title with the inventor name (top 
portion of the drawings) has several missing letters. Corrected drawing sheets in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, 
the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief 
description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement 
sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each 
drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top 
margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121 (d). If 
the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and 
informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

8. Note claim 7 has been omitted and should be indicated has canceled since it was 
present in the previous prosecution. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-6, 8-14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Davia (U.S. Pub 2002/0156815, filed Apr 19, 2001) in view of Duhig 
(NPL— Separating Links From Content Using XML, Xlink and Xpointer, 2001, pgs 1-18). 

Regarding Independent claims 1, 11, 14 & 18, Davia discloses a method, data 
structure & system of authoring content to be served by a server comprising: 
Authoring on a computing device a layout document which defines at least one 
area of a document which includes the content to be published (figs 2 & 3, 
paragraph 49 & 50 -55, wherein the layout document is separate from the 
content. The layout file defines the area of the document where content should 
be placed); Davia fails to teach the use of a binding element for identifying a 
portion of the content. Duhig teaches Authoring on a computing device at least 
one binding element which defines the identity and location of at least a portion 
of content and at least one style description which defines a style to be applied to 
a selected portion of content (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], wherein the W3C 
standard Xpointer is used to address fragments of another document. The 
Xpointer element identifies the location of at least a portion of content. Fig 4 of 
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applicants drawing uses Xpointer to reference the content located in another file. 
In addition the style applied to the content shown in fig 4 of applicants drawings 
is defined with Xpointer thereby referencing a style file. Although binding element 
is just a generic object name the important feature that defines this element 
includes the use of Xpointer): In which the step of authoring the layout document 
includes allocating to the at least one defined area a director to at least one 
binding element such that when processed the published document includes in 
the defined area the content as directed by the binding element in the style as 
directed by the binding element (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], wherein W3C 
standard Xlink is used in conjunction with Xpointer. Xlink is the director to the 
binding element. Xlink is used to reference external and local content while the 
fragments are located using the Xpointer element. Binding element is one of a 
multitude of generic object names, however the actual director is Xlink because it 
references the location of the actual file containing the content to be associated 
with the layout areas). Davia teaches a layout information file that is separate 
from the content information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer to 
define Out-of-line linking for content information located elsewhere such as third- 
party linking. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to include a 
binding element to reference a portion of content. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to simply the coding of the document by separating the content 
information from the layout description by using Xlink to reference the content 
and Xpointer to reference specific portions of content. Therefore it would have 



Application/Control Number: 10/656,776 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2178 

been obvious to combine the teachings of Duhig with Davia for separation of 
content from layout thereby improving the maintainability of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 2, with dependency of claim 2, Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content Duhig 
discloses the binding element does not itself contain any style or content, only 
containing directors to style or content (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], wherein 
the binding element is made up of an href attribute with an Xpointer according to 
the specification. The Xpointer does not contain the actual content or style these 
are located elsewhere and referenced by using Xpointer for specific portions and 
Xlink for the actual file location). Davia teaches a layout information file that is 
separate from the content information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with 
Xpointer to define Out-of-line linking for content information located elsewhere 
such as third-party linking. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to include a binding element to reference a portion of content. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to simply the coding of the document by 
separating the content information from the layout description by using Xlink to 
reference the content and Xpointer to reference specific portions of content. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Duhig with 
Davia for separation of content from layout thereby improving the maintainability 
of the code. 
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Regarding Dependent claim 3, with dependency of claim 1 , Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses the content is provided as an electronic file which contains a portion of 
text, or image, or a combination of text and image content (section 5: [Out-of-line 
Linking], wherein the content is an electronic file and contains images and text). 
Davia teaches a layout information file that is separate from the content 
information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer to define Out-of-line 
linking for content information located elsewhere such as third-party linking. At 
the time of the invention it would have been obvious to include a binding element 
to reference a portion of content. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
simply the coding of the document by separating the content information from the 
layout description by using Xlink to reference the content and Xpointer to 
reference specific portions of content. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
combine the teachings of Duhig with Davia for separation of content from layout 
thereby improving the maintainability of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 4, with dependency of claim 3, Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses the file comprises a section of data written for example in a mark-up 
language such as XML (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], the file that is referenced 
by Xlink and Xpointer is in XML). Davia teaches a layout information file that is 
separate from the content information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with 
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Xpointer to define Out-of-line linking for content information located elsewhere 
such as third-party linking. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to include a binding element to reference a portion of content The 
motivation for doing so would have been to simply the coding of the document by 
separating the content information from the layout description by using Xlink to 
reference the content and Xpointer to reference specific portions of content. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Duhig with 
Davia for separation of content from layout thereby improving the maintainability 
of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 5, with dependency of claim 1 , Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses the style description is provided in the form of an electronic file written 
for example in a mark-up language such as XML (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], 
wherein the file referenced by Xpointer and Xlink are written in XML, although a 
style file isn't explicitly shown, the file itself is located separately and referenced 
by using Xpointer according to the specification. The file referenced by using 
Xpointer includes any XML file including style information). Davia teaches a 
layout information file that is separate from the content information. Duhig 
teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer to define Out-of-line linking for content 
information located elsewhere such as third-party linking. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to include a binding element to reference a 
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portion of content. The motivation for doing so would have been to simply the 
coding of the document by separating the content information from the layout 
description by using Xlink to reference the content and Xpointer to reference 
specific portions of content. Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the 
teachings of Duhig with Davia for separation of content from layout thereby 
improving the maintainability of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 6, with dependency of claim 1 , Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses the director to a binding element provided in the layout document is 
defined as an attribute within a section of machine-readable data written in a 
mark-up language (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], wherein the director which is 
Xlink is an attribute that is described within a section of the markup language). 
Davia teaches a layout information file that is separate from the content 
information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer to define Out-of-line 
linking for content information located elsewhere such as third-party linking. At 
the time of the invention it would have been obvious to include a binding element 
to reference a portion of content. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
simply the coding of the document by separating the content information from the 
layout description by using Xlink to reference the content and Xpointer to 
reference specific portions of content. Therefore it would have been obvious to 



Application/Control Number: 10/656,776 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2178 

combine the teachings of Duhig with Davia for separation of content from layout 
thereby improving the maintainability of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 8, with dependency of claim 1, Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses defining a binding element which defines the identity and location of 
more than one style description or the identity and location of more than one 
portion of content (section 5: [Out-oMine Linking], wherein Xlink and Xpointer 
being used together are used multiple times in a markup document to reference 
multiple portions or content or multiple files containing content. The actual 
binding element is a generic object name but includes both Xlink and Xpointer to 
reference the remote content). Davia teaches a layout information file that is 
separate from the content information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with 
Xpointer to define Out-oMine linking for content information located elsewhere 
such as third-party linking. At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to include a binding element to reference a portion of content. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to simply the coding of the document by 
separating the content information from the layout description by using Xlink to 
reference the content and Xpointer to reference specific portions of content. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Duhig with 
Davia for separation of content from layout thereby improving the maintainability 
of the code. 
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Regarding Dependent claim 9, with dependency of claim 1 , Davia fails to teach 
the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses defining two or more binding elements which direct to a common 
portion of content or style description (section 5: [Out-of-line Linking], wherein 
Xlink and Xpointer are not limited in terms of use within a XML document. Both 
include the ability to reference the same piece of content or file within a markup 
document). Davia teaches a layout information file that is separate from the 
content information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer to define Out- 
of-line linking for content information located elsewhere such as third-party 
linking. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to include a 
binding element to reference a portion of content. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to simply the coding of the document by separating the content 
information from the layout description by using Xlink to reference the content 
and Xpointer to reference specific portions of content. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine the teachings of Duhig with Davia for separation of 
content from layout thereby improving the maintainability of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 10, with dependency of claim 1 , Davia fails to 
teach the use of a binding element for identifying a portion of the content. Duhig 
discloses more than one binding element is provided, and the layout document 
includes a director to some or all of the total number of binding elements (section 
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5: [Out-of-line Linking], wherein Xlink and Xpointer are not limited in terms of use 
within a XML document. Both include the ability to reference the same piece of 
content or file within a markup document including reference to portions of the 
same document, thereby providing Xlink to multiple Xlinks in the same document 
using Xpointer). Davia teaches a layout information file that is separate from the 
content information. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer to define Out- 
of-line linking for content information located elsewhere such as third-party 
linking. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to include a 
binding element to reference a portion of content. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to simply the coding of the document by separating the content 
information from the layout description by using Xlink to reference the content 
and Xpointer to reference specific portions of content. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to combine the teachings of Duhig with Davia for separation of 
content from layout thereby improving the maintainability of the code. 

Regarding Dependent claim 12, with dependency of claim 1 1 , Davia discloses 
one or more discrete sections of machine readable data, a first section defining 
the a layout document, a second section defining the at least one binding 
element and a third section defining content, and a fourth section defining at least 
one style description (figs 2 & 3, paragraph 49 & 50 -55, wherein one section 
includes defining a layout area in a markup language). 
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Regarding Dependent claim 13, with dependency of claim 12, Davia discloses 
the discrete sections form part of a single file of machine readable data or 
separate files of machine readable data (figs 2 & 3, paragraph 49 & 50 -55, 
wherein the discrete section pertaining to the layout information is a separate 
file). 

It is noted that any citation [[s]] to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and 
any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is 
relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one 
having ordinary skill in the art. [[See, MPEP 2123]] 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed March 21, 2006 have been fully considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground of rejection. Davia describes the 
separation of content, including a layout information file. Duhig teaches the use 
of Xpointer with Xlink for referencing content, by using Xlink to reference a file 
and Xpointer to obtain specific portions of content. Both Xlink and Xpointer are 
W3C standards that were implemented to reference content described in XML. 
Xlink with Xpointer include the ability to be used multiple times in the same 
document or to reference the same document they are used in. The binding 
element described in the invention is just a generic object name. The use of 
Xpointer and the href attribute described in the specification is what defines the 
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actual object. Duhig teaches the use of Xlink with Xpointer and both describe a 
binding element. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Manglesh M. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 
272-5937. The examiner can normally be reached on M,F 8:30-6:00 T.TH 8:30-3:00 
Wed 8:30-7:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be reached on (571)272-4124. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Manglesh M. Patel 



Conclusion 



Patent Examiner 
June 8, 2006 
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